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1 . This v^Tiiien opinion is che first (firsl.. eic,) drawn by this InCermiioual Piciiijiuiiiry Exaaxiiriiiig AiiUjority. 

2, This opiiiion contains mdicatioiis relating to the foUowirig items: 

Basis of the opinion 
Priorily 

NoG-estabiisbrrieru of opinion vAth regard io oDveily, inveutive step and iiidus(xial applicability 
Lack of unity of invention 



VI 
VI.I 



Reasoued siatemem under Rule 66.2 (a)(ii) wicbi regard to novelly, iiivcative step or industrial applicability; 
citations and exulanations supporting such statement 

CertiiiiL document-s cited 
I j Certain defects in the international application 
VIII I I Ceriaia observations on the international application 

3. The applicant is hereby invked to reply to this opinion, 

Wlien? See the time lixait indicated above. Tbo ap p licant may, b e for e ih o a icpkadon of that limo limit, r'C<|iJiC5 -t 

thi&-A^ 3 th of ifv'^-£o--^ r&ft t on 0xt6rti£ioiQ. Soo nijO'^6i6~2-^d-^7 

How? By subrniEing a v.Titten rq)]y, acconipanied, where appropriate, by ainendrneuls, according to Rule 66.3. 

For the fonn and Uie language of the amendments, see Rules 66.8 and 66.9. 

Aiso For an additional opportunity to submit amendments, see Rule 66,4. 

For the examiner^s obligadon to consider ainendments and/'or axgumenis, sec R.ule 66.4 hix. 
For an informal communication with die exyminer, see Rule 66.6 

If no reply is fiied^ the Lniemational pielimijo^y examination report will be established on the basis of this opinion. 

4. The linal date by which the international prehminary 

examination report must be established according to Rule 69.2 is: 06 April 2004 (06.04.2004) 




Name and mailing address of the IPEA/US 
Mail Stop PCT, Aajs: IPEAyUS 
Coiuroissioner for patents 
P.O. Box 1450 

AJexAndria, Virginia 223 13-1450 
Facsimile No. (703)305-3230 



Aud!iorii!;ed 
Tliai Tran 

Telephone No. (703) 



Form PCT/iPEA/408 ^cover sheet)(July 1998) 



VVRrTTEN OPINION 



Irstjern^donai £!ppiicaQoa No. 
PCT/"US02/3aS68 



1. Basis of the opinion 



! , With regard yj the elemeciis of chc iiiLeirjitioii^ applicauon:* 

I i trie intenrianorAai appiicadon as origmaUy filexl 
the desciipdon: 

pages 1-45 , as originaiiy filed 

pages NONE , Sled with the demand 

pages NONE filed with the letter of 

^3 the claims: 

pages NON^ , as origir-aUy filed 

pages NONE , as amerded (together with any statement) under Article 19 

pages 46-51. filed with the demand 

pages NONE , filed with the letter of 



iXJ the drawings: 

pages 1-26 ^ as origmaiiy filed 

pages NONE ^ j&led with ihe deinand 

pages NON E , filed with the letter of 

□ the sequence listing part of the description: 

pages NONE , as originally filed 

pages NONE , filed wilh the demand 

pages NONE , fried with the letter of . 

2. With regard to the language, ail ti^e elements marked abc:>ve were available or furnished to this Anteriority in the 
liingnage m whj.ch the international application was tiled, unless otherwise iixlicated under Cbis item. 

These elements were available or fnmished to tixis Authority in the folio>Aing language v./hich is: 

I 1 the language of a translation famished for t!>e purposes of interriational search (uMer Rule23. 1(b)). 
i 1 the language of publication of the Lntematioaal appHcation (under Rule 48 -3(b)). 

L] language of the translation furnished for the purposes of international preHminary examination(iiDder Rules 

55.2 and/or 55.3). 

3. With regard to ^my nsideotide and/ or ajniao add sequence disclosed in tlie iDteiTiatior:jal application, tlie written 
opinion was drawn on the basis of the sequence listing: 

I I contained in the ratemational application in printed form. 

r~] ftled together wilh the intemadonai application in computer re^idable rbrnj. 

i I furnished subsequendy to this Authority in written foim. 

I I furnished subsequendy to this Authority in computer reiKiable form. 

[ I The statement that the subsequendy iumished written sequence Usting does not go beyond the disclosure in the 

international application as fiJed has been furnished. 

The statement that the information recorded in computer readable form is identical to the written sequence h sting 

has been fumisbed. 

4 . \^ The amendments have resnlted in the cancellation ox: 

the description, pages NONE 

1^ the claims, Nos. NONE 



the drawings , sheets.^ NONE _ 



5 = I I This qpimoi) has been diawn as if (some of) the amendmeals had not beeit made, since ihey liave been cojasidered to go 
beyond the disclosure as filed, as indicated in th& Supplemental Box (Rule 70 .2(c)). 

Replacemem sheets which have been furnished to the receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to in 
this opinion as "originally f Jed, " 
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V. Reasoned statement under Rule 66.2(a)(ii) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citadojos and explanatioiis supporting such statement 

1. STATEMENT 



Novelty (N) Claims xVQNE YES 

Claims i-4Q NO 

Inventive Step (IS) Claims NONE YES 

Claims l:;^ NO 

Industrial AppUcability (lA) Claims ^40 YES 

Claijjis NONE NO 



2. CITATIONS /aND EXPLANATIONS 
Please See ContiDViation Sheet 
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Supplemental Box 

(To be used when the space in any of the preceding boxes is ml sutTicien.!) 



TIME UmJ: 

The Lbne litnit set for respoase to ?. Written Op ijiioo m&y noi be extended. 37 CFR i.4&4(d). Any response received after the 
exphadoa of the time Jirmt set in the Written Opinion will not he considered in preparing the International Preliminary Examinjitian 
Report. 



V, 2. Citations and Explanations: 

1 . Clairns i-AO'iB.ck. novelty under PCT Article 33(2) as being antic4)ated by .^ef et al. 

Regarding claim 1 , Ajref et al discloses a media content recording system (Figs 1-2) in a subscriber television system, 
compiisLOg: 

a monofy for storing logic (system immger sequence control files of Fig, 1); 
a buffer space of buffering a plurality of rrK^dia content instance: s ('M-it^ buffer 34 of Fig. 2), and 

a processor config^ed %\'ith the logic lo designate as permaneni only a mediii content itislance among the plurality of media 
content mji^mczs in the buffer space that is requested by a jxsei for permiujent recording (Video Server 10 of Fig. I). 

Regarding claim 1, Aref el ai discloses the claimed wherein the processor is farther configured with the logic to provide a user 
interface, responsive to ir^jut from the user, that segregates the srtedia content instances of the biiffer space into sep-arateiy identifiable 
media content instances and enables the user to select andpenDanendy record at least one of the media content instances (col. 5, lines 
40-49). 

Regarding claim 3, Axef et ai discloses the ciain:ied svbxrein dje prt>cessoi is farther configured with the logic to enabJe the 
user to permanently rei;ord a displayed media content instance of the buffer i?pace by selecting a ballon of an ijoput device during any 
bnffered and di^splayed frame of the media content ijostance to be permanendy recorded (col. 5. Lines 40-49). 

Regarding claim 4. Aief et al discloses the claimed wherein (he processor is flirdier conngiired with the logic to provide the 
buffered media content instances as eniiies in a displayed pre-coufigured list thai enable s to user to select which entry to be 
permanenily recorded (col . 5, lines 40-49), 

Regarding claim 5, Aref et al discloses the ciaim.ed wherein the processor is further configured with the \o^ic to naainLsio & 
management tile for each of the buffered media content iristances, wherein me proce.^isor is fiixtber configured ^iih the logic lo 
m^jUain a staois tlag in the management file wherein the status flag is contl gored as temporary for a buffer me'din content i.nscmce 
that is not designated fc}T penjianeni recording (col. 5. lines 50-61). 

Regarding claim 6, Aref et al discloses the clainaed wherein the processor is farther corifigiired with the logic io c^nf iguire the 
stafas flag of the m.anagement fue for a buffered media content instance as permanent when the user requests that said media content 
instance be permanently recorded, wherein the processor is hirther c^nfig^Jied wth the togic to cause the permanendy recorded media 
conte-ni instance to have a permanent desigDation in a file ahocaUon table in respoiLse to having the statxis D.ag of the airresponding 
management file configured as permanent, such that the buffer space storing tb^ permmenrly recorded media content hastance 
becomes desigxiated as non- buffer space (Fig. 3). 

Regarding clahn 7, Aref et al discloses the claimed wherein the processor is further configured with tb& logic to use media 
content insjance guide data to determine the start time and stop dme of a media content instance buffered into the buffer space (col. 5, 
lines 50-61). 

■Regarding claim S, Axef et al di.scloses the claimed wherein the processor is further configured with the logic to determine the 
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receipt dme jjato tiie buffer space by using the tim& indicate: d by an internal ciock (Video Server jO of Fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 9, Aref et al discloses the clainaed wherein the processor is farther configured with tfa^ logic to configure the 
media conteni insLance as media content instance files (col. 5, lines 40-49). 

Regar<ding claim 10, Aref et al discloses the claimed wherein the processor is ftir(her configured with, the logic to randomly 
generate file nances for tl^ media content instiince files (coL 5, lines 40-49). 

RegSxdiag. clain^. / \ .Aief et al discloses the claimed wherein the proceSiU^r is further configured with the togic to use titles of 
the media content mstiinces fiommedis content instance gdde data as media content instance tile names (coL 5, lines 40-49). 

Regaiding claim 12, Aief et di discloses the churned wherein ti:ie media content inst^ce file names iQ-ciude channel numbef , 
the media content nistance title, and the source of (he media content instance (coL 5, lio^s 40-49). 

Regarding claim 13, Aref et al discloses tlie claimed wherein the processor is fiirthei conilgnred with the logic to cause the 
bulTer space of the permanently recorded media content insUmce to be designated a-s non~ buffer space (Fig. 3). 

Regarding claim 14. Aref et al discloses the claimed wb.ereia the process'Di is furiher configured with the logic (jO buffer analog 
broadcast media content instiince, received at a conMSunicacions inierfiice, as digitally cc-mpressed media content instances (col. 3. 
Imes 37-43). 

Regarding claim 15, Aref et al discloses the claimed wherein the processor is riirUicr configured -vvith the logic to buffer an 
axiaiog sigriM received al a connector from a comumer electronic device, as a digitally cojDOpcessed media couterit instance (col. 3, 
lines 37-43). 

Regarding claim 16, Aref et si discloses the claimed wherein the processor is forthei coniigiired with the logic to buffer digiLai 
broadcast media content irt;tances, received at a commnnications interface, a& digitally compressed media content instance^- (col. 3, 
lines 37-43). 

Regarding ciaiin 17, Aref et al discloses the claimed wherein the processor i^ fucther configured with the logic to buffer digital 
media- on- demaad media content instances, received at a comm<Jnicadotts interface from a remote server^ as di^tally compressed 
media content insLances (coL 3, lines 37-43 and col. 5, Jiues 4{-49). 

Regarding claim IS, Aref et ai discloses the claimed wherein the processor is for thei configured with the logic to buffer digital 
media content insLinces, received at a digital commuDicalions port from a loc^ii network, as digitally compressed media content 
instances (col. 3, lines 37-43 and col. 5, lines 41-49), 

Regarding claim 19, Aref et al discloses the claimed wherein the processor is forther coniigured with the logic to buffer digital 
media content instances, received at a digital, commmications port from a local device, as digitally compressed media content 
instances (col. 3, lines 37-43 and col, 5, lines 41-49). 

Regardiag claim 20, Aref et al discloses the claimed wherein the processor is further configured with the logic to <fclete the 
permanently designated media content instance as requested by the user (Fig. 3). 

MetbtJd claims 21-40 lack tsoveity for the same- reascaas as discussed in apparatus clakns 1-20. 

2. Claims 1-40 meet the criteria set out in PCT Article 33(4). and ihus have ind^trial applicability because the subject matter 
claimed can be made or used iu industry. 

NEW CITATIONS ^ 

NONE 
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